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Michael D. Harris, Cal. Bar No. 59,470 
mharris@socalip.com 
Steven Sereboff, Cal. Bar No. 156,731 
ssereboff@socalip.com 
Jonathan Pearce, Cal Bar. No. 245,776 
jpearce@socalip.com 
SOCAL IP LAW GROUP LLP 
310 N. Westlake Blvd., Suite 120 
Westlake Village, CA 91362-3788 
Phone: (805) 230-1350 •  Fax: (805) 230-1355 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 
Oculus VR, Inc.,  

 Plaintiff, 

  v.  

Oculus Info Inc., 

 Defendant. 

No.  

Complaint for Declaratory Judgment 

 

 

Plaintiff Oculus VR, Inc. (Oculus VR) files this complaint for declaratory 

judgment against defendant Oculus Info, Inc. (Oculus Info) and alleges the following: 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

DECLARATORY JUDGMENT OF NONINFRINGEMENT OF A REGISTERED TRADEMARK  

A. Subject Matter Jurisdiction 

1. Oculus VR brings this action under 28 U.S.C. § 2201 et seq. for a 

declaratory judgment that it does not infringe a federally registered trademark on the 

mark OCULUS INFO, INC. allegedly owned by Oculus Info.  

2. The court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 

1338 and 2201 with respect to an actual controversy arising under the Lanham 

Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1051, et seq. 
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B. The Parties, Personal Jurisdiction and Venue 

3. Plaintiff Oculus VR is a California corporation with its principal place of 

business at 19800 MacArthur Boulevard, Suite 450, Irvine, California 92612, in this 

district. 

4. On information and belief, Oculus Info is a Canadian corporation with 

its principal place of business at 2 Berkeley St., #600, Toronto, ON M5A, Canada. 

On information and belief, Oculus Info does business in the United States and in 

California.  

5. This court has personal jurisdiction over Oculus Info because on 

information and belief, it does business in California and in this district.  

6. Venue is proper in this district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(c)(3) 

because Oculus Info is a corporation formed outside the United States and may be 

sued in any judicial district. 

C. Nature of the Action 

7. Oculus Info claims rights under United States Trademark Registration 

No. 3,960,289, which issued May 17, 2011, for the mark OCULUS INFO, INC. (the 

Registration). The goods and services listed in Registration are “Computer software 

for use by commercial analysts and government intelligence analysts for data 

visualization applications; all of the foregoing goods exclude computer hardware and 

software used in the field of computer information security and privacy for keeping 

information displayed on computer monitors visually secure and private,” and 

“Design and development of computer software; computer software consulting 

services; all of the foregoing services exclude the design and development of and 

consulting regarding computer hardware and software used in the field of computer 

information security and privacy for keeping information displayed on computer 

monitors visually secure and private.”  
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8. Oculus VR uses the word “Oculus” as a mark or part of a mark for its 

goods and services. 

9. Oculus Info has asserted and is continuing to assert that Oculus VR’s 

uses of “Oculus” as a mark or part of a mark infringes its rights in its Registration.  

10. Oculus VR asserts that Oculus Info’s assertions are without legal and 

factual foundation and that Oculus VR does not infringe any Oculus Info rights in its 

Registration. 

11. This disagreement creates a real, immediate, and justifiable controversy 

between Oculus VR and Oculus Info with respect to the Registration.  

12. Therefore, a declaration that Oculus VR does not infringe the trademark 

in the Registration is proper.  

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

DECLARATORY JUDGMENT OF NONINFRINGEMENT OF COMMON LAW TRADEMARK 

13. Oculus VR repeats the allegations of paragraphs 1 through 12 of this 

complaint. 

14. This is an action for a declaratory judgment that Oculus VR does not 

infringe common law trademark rights in marks that include the word “Oculus” 

allegedly owned by Oculus Info. 

15. This court has subject matter jurisdiction of this claim under the ancil-

lary jurisdiction doctrine because the claim is substantially related to the First Claim 

for Relief. 

16. In addition, this court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1338 (diversity) 

because the plaintiff is a citizen of California and defendant is a citizen of a foreign 

state. The amount in controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000, exclusive of 

interest and costs. 

17. Oculus Info claims that it has common law rights in marks that include 

the word “Oculus.”  
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18. Oculus VR asserts that Oculus Info’s assertions are without legal and 

factual foundation and that Oculus VR does not infringe any Oculus Info common 

law trademark rights. 

19. This disagreement creates a real, immediate, and justifiable controversy 

between Oculus VR and Oculus Info with respect to Oculus Info’s alleged common 

law trademark rights.  

20. Therefore, a declaration that Oculus VR does not infringe Oculus Info’s 

alleged common law trademark rights is proper. 

REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

Wherefore, plaintiff Oculus VR, Inc. requests judgment as follows: 

21. A declaration that Oculus VR does not infringe Oculus Info’s registered 

trademark in OCULUS INFO INC. 

22. A declaration that Oculus VR does not infringe Oculus Info’s alleged 

common law trademark rights. 

23. Costs of suit. 

24. Any other relief that the court deems proper. 

 

April 23, 2014 s/ Michael Harris  
Michael D. Harris 
SoCal IP Law Group LLP 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Oculus VR, Inc. 
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